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DETAILED ACTION 

The Examiner would like to thank the Applicant for the well-presented response, which was 
useful in the examination. The Examiner appreciates the effort to perform a careful analysis and 
make appropriate amendments to the claims. 

Claims 1, 3-6, 8-11, 13-16. and 18-19 are pending. Claims 2, 7. 12, and 17 have been canceled. 
Claims 1, 3-6, 8-11. 13-16, and 18-19 have been examined. Claims 1, 3-6, 8-11, 13-16, and 18- 
19 have been rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 12/8/2006 regarding U.S.C. 101 rejections of claims 1 , 3-6, 8-1 1 , 
and 13-15, have been fully considered and are persuasive. The U.S.C. 101 rejections of 
claims 1, 3-6, 8-11, and 13-15, have been withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,6, 11, and 16, see pages 7-11, have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. The applicant argues that 
Maguire et al, hereinafter Maguire, in combination with Kruger et al, hereinafter Kruger, do 
not teach a method comprising inputting the initial model information into a spread sheet 
associated with each selected module, or a system comprising a computer configured to 
store the initial model information into a spreadsheet associated with each selected module. 
The examiner respectfully disagrees. The iapplicant's arguments are against the references 
individually. One cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where 
the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
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1986), The applicant also argues that Kruger does not teach inputting initial model 
information into a database for the selected modules by inputting initial model information 
into a spreadsheet associated with each selected module, see page 1 1 . Maguire teaches a 
modular method of modeling a power plant. What is missing in Maguire's teachings is using 
spreadsheet for entering information associated with each selected module. Kruger teaches 
a method of inputting initial model information comprises inputting initial modiel information 
into a spreadsheet and a system comprising a computer configured to store the initial model 
information into a spreadsheet (paragraph 0122). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Maguire and Kruger for inputting 
initial model information into a spreadsheet associated with each selected module since 
spreadsheet software is capable of generating a plurality of sheets for a document. Kruger's 
teachings would have facilitated information to be easily added to selected graphs 
generated by the modeling/simulation program (paragraph 0122). Claims 1.6, 11, and 16, 
therefore, remain rejected. 

3. Claims 3-6, 8-10, 13-15. and 18-19 are argued allowable because they respectively depend 
on independent claims 1,6, 11, and 16. Since claims 1,6, 11, and 16 remain rejected, 
claims 3-6, 8-10, 13-15, and 18-19 remain rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section .1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1, 3-6, 8-11, 13-16, and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maguire in view of Kruger et al, herein Kruger, (U.S. Pub. 2003/0063702 
A1). 

1 . As per claim 1 , Maguire teaches a modular method of modeling a power plant, the power 
plant comprising a plurality of major components including at least one of a gas turbine, a 
heat recovery steam generator, a steam turbine, and a condenser/cooling tower (col. 14, 
lines 17-22), said method comprising: 

selecting a major component module model from a library of component module models 
for each major component of the power plant, each major component module representing a 
power plant major component of a unique configuration (col. 14, lines 13-17); 

inputting initial model information into a database for the selected modules, the initial 
model information including at least one of operating parameters, design data, convergence 
criteria, and a maximum number of passes (col. 5, lines 31-34); 

running the modular model by running each selected module and enabling data 
exchange between the selected modules (col. 9, lines 20-24). 

generating a result that indicates the performance of the major components of the power 
plant (col. 3, lines 36-39); 

however, Maguire does not teach inputting the initial model information into a 
spreadsheet associated with each selected module. 

Kruger teaches inputting initial model information comprises inputting initial model 
information into a spreadsheet (paragraph 0122). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Maguire and Kruger for inputting initial model information into a spreadsheet associated with 
each selected module. Kruger's teachings would have facilitated information to be easily, 
added to selected graphs generated by the modeling/simulation program (paragraph 0122). 

2. As per claim 3, Maguire teaches running, the modular model comprises running the modular 
model by running each selected module in succession and passing the results from a 
module to the next module in succession (col. 9, lines 20-24). 

3. As per claim 4, Maguire teaches running each selected module in succession comprises 
running each selected module in a predetermined order (col. 9, lines 20-24). 

4. As per claim 5, Maguire teaches creating a library of major component module models (col. 
14, lines 13-15. In these lines, Maguire teaches providing a list or library of components, 
which implies that a library has been created). 

5. As per claim 6, these limitations have already been discussed in claim 1. They are, 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 

6. As per claim 8, these limitations have already been discussed in claim 3. They are, 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 

7. As per claim 9, these limitations have already been discussed in claim 4. They are, 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 
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8. As per claim 10, these limitations have already been discussed in claim 5. They are. 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 

9. As per claim 1 1 , these limitations have already been discussed in claim 1 . They are, 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 

10. As per claim 13, these limitations have already been discussed in claim 3. They are, 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 

11. As per claim 14, these limitations have already been discussed in claim 4. They are, 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 

12. As per claim 15, these limitations have already been discussed in claim 5. They are, 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 

13. As per claim 16, Maguire teaches a power plant modular modeling system comprising a 
database operationally coupled to computer, said database comprising a library of power 
plant major component module models, each major component module representing a 
power plant major component of a unique configuration (col. 2, lines 61-63; col. 5, lines 16- 
27; col. 14, lines 13-15), said computer configured to: 

create a power plant model by selecting a major component module model from the 
library of component module models for each major component of the power plant; 
link the selected modules together to enable data exchange between modules; 
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receive initial model information from a user for the selected modules, the initial model 
information including at least one of operating parameters, design data, convergence 
criteria, and a maximum number of passes; and 

run the modular model by running each selected module including exchanging data 
between the selected modules. 

The limitations above have already been discussed in claim 1. They are, therefore, 
rejected for the same reasons. However, Maguire does not teach storing the initial model 
information in a spreadsheet associated with each selected module. 

Kruger teaches storing initial model information comprises inputting initial model 
information into a spreadsheet (paragraph 0122). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Maguire and Kruger for inputting initial model information into a spreadsheet associated with 
each selected module. Kruger's teachings would have collected data in the field and input to 
the modeling/simulation program from a spreadsheet for selected module. 

14. As per claim 18, these limitations have already been discussed in claim 3. They are, 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 

4. As per claim 19, these limitations have already been discussed in claim 4. They are, 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
setforth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Cuong V. Luu whose telephone number is 571-272-8572. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kamini Shah, can be reached on 571-272-2279, The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. An inquiry of a 
general nature or relating to the status of this application should be directed to the TC2100 
Group receptionist: 571-272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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